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Abstract
We examined and compared the initiating conditions of flashbulb memory (FBM)
confidence and event memory accuracy across two different, yet similar public,
political events occurring in two different countries: Australia and Japan. To do so,
we seized upon the occurrence of two politically important events: the resignation
of the Japanese and Australian Prime Ministers in June 2010. In a series of mean
and correlation analyses, we concluded that different factors may determine
event memory accuracy and FBM confidence across cultures. In particular, the
way different cultures emotionally appraise and rehearse the event, their attitude
toward the political parties/their political involvement and self-construal may have
important implications for how individuals accurately remember the event and the
confidence they hold for their memories of the context when learning of the event.
We discuss avenues of future research to better understand the extent to which
cultural differences drove t...
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Summary: We examined and compared the initiating conditions of ﬂashbulb memory (FBM) conﬁdence and event memory accu-
racy across two different, yet similar public, political events occurring in two different countries: Australia and Japan. To do so,
we seized upon the occurrence of two politically important events: the resignation of the Japanese and Australian Prime Ministers
in June 2010. In a series of mean and correlation analyses, we concluded that different factors may determine event memory ac-
curacy and FBM conﬁdence across cultures. In particular, the way different cultures emotionally appraise and rehearse the event,
their attitude toward the political parties/their political involvement and self-construal may have important implications for how
individuals accurately remember the event and the conﬁdence they hold for their memories of the context when learning of the
event. We discuss avenues of future research to better understand the extent to which cultural differences drove these results.
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People often have long lasting personal memories of public
events, especially when these events are political and of na-
tional importance. For example, the resignation of President
Richard Nixon still looms large for many Americans to this
day. Critically, given the importance of these political
events, they also tend to facilitate collective memories of
the event and, thus, subsequently may contribute to both
the individual’s identity as well as the community’s collec-
tive identity (Hirst & Manier, 2008). Given their importance
in the formation of both individual and collective memory
and identity, it is critical to better understand the processes
involved when individuals learn of a public, political event
and how they remember the event itself. Yet, despite this,
the examination of memories for public events, unlike re-
searchers in other disciplines (e.g., sociologists, see, for ex-
ample, Molotch & Lester, 1974; Schuman & Corning,
2000) has only recently become the focus of research among
psychologists (but see, for example, Koppel, Brown, Stone,
Coman, & Hirst, 2013; Stone, Mercy, Licata, Klein, &
Luminet, 2013).
Most psychologists interested in how individuals remem-
ber public events have examined not the memories for the
events themselves but what are better known as ﬂashbulb
memories (FBMs; Brown & Kulik, 1977, but see, for exam-
ple, Finkenauer et al., 1998; Hirst et al., 2009; Koppel et al.,
2013; Stone et al., 2013). FBMs refer to memories of the cir-
cumstances in which individuals ﬁrst learned of consequen-
tial public events, not memories for the public event per se
(see, for example, studies by Bohannon, 1988; Hirst et al.,
2009; Neisser & Harsch, 1992; Talarico & Rubin, 2003). Al-
though the overall mnemonic properties of FBMs tend to be
contested, a substantial body of evidence suggests that their
most enduring characteristics, despite often being inaccurate,
are that they remain consistent (Berntsen & Thomsen, 2005;
Hirst et al., in press), vivid (Finkenauer et al., 1998) and con-
ﬁdently held over time (Neisser & Harsch, 1992; Talarico &
Rubin, 2003). Here, for our research purposes, we focus on
the enduring conﬁdence people hold for their FBMs.
Researchers have explored a number of, what wewill refer to
as, initiating conditions that could account for this conﬁdence:
(1) importance, (2) surprise/novelty, (3) emotionality, (4)
attitude/knowledge and the degree of (5) rehearsal (see, for ex-
ample, Christianson, 1989; Conway et al., 1994; Finkenauer
et al., 1998; Kulkofsky et al., 2011; Luminet et al., 2004;
Rubin & Kozin, 1984, but see Coluccia, Bianco, &
Brandimonte, 2010). The most commonly accepted predictors
are novelty/surprise, importance/emotion and rehearsal.
As for those studies examining the initiating conditions
that shape event memories (i.e., those memories of the event
itself), despite being a smaller literature, the results tend to be
more consistent relative to the initiating conditions that
shape FBMs (for studies on event memory, see Bohannon,
1988; Coluccia et al., 2010; Curci & Luminet, 2006;
Finkenauer et al., 1998; Hirst et al., 2009; Koppel et al.,
2013; Luminet & Curci, 2009; Shapiro, 2006; Smith, Bibi,
& Sheard, 2003; Stone et al., 2013; Tekcan, Ece, Gülgöz,
& Er, 2003). In addition to personal importance or impor-
tance to one’s identity (Coluccia et al., 2010; Curci &
Luminet, 2006; Koppel et al., 2013; Tekcan et al., 2003),
emotional intensity (Bohannon, 1988; Coluccia et al.,
2010; Koppel et al., 2013; Smith et al., 2003) and rehearsal
(Hirst et al., 2009; Shapiro, 2006) have also been found to
be positively associated with event memory accuracy. Thus,
a number of predictors are common for both FBM conﬁ-
dence and event memory accuracy (e.g., emotion and
rehearsal).
We also know that the attitude and emotional appraisal an
individual has toward an event has important implications
for how they remember it. Numerous studies have found that
the way fans appraised the outcome of a sporting event
shaped the way they remembered it (Breslin & Safer, 2011;
Hastorf & Cantril, 1954; Talarico & Moore, 2012; see also
Sahdra & Ross, 2007). For example, Talarico and Moore
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(2012) found that the memories of the outcome of the game
were affected by team loyalty: Fans of the winning team
had more accurate memories than the fans of the losing
team (i.e., positive vs. negative attitude/emotion). Further-
more, personal rehearsal did not fully mediate this relation
between team loyalty and accuracy. Breslin and Safer
(2011) found similar results when comparing the memories
of New York Yankees and Boston Red Sox fans for two
World Series in which each team either won or lost. They
found that fans had more elaborate memories of the game
when their teams won (positive emotion/attitude); however,
this relation was mediated by the extent to which they re-
hearsed the events of the game. Alternatively, Kensinger
and Schacter (2006) modiﬁed this conclusion, ﬁnding that
not only was there no difference between accurate or elab-
orate memories of New York Yankees (losers/negative)
fans and Boston Red Sox (winners/positive) fans who expe-
rienced the same World Series but that the different groups
of fans also did not differ in terms of level of rehearsal.
More recently, Stone et al. (2013) found that even for polit-
ical conﬂicts, the more positive individuals appraised the
conﬂict, the more elaborate memories they had. The present
study continues this line of inquiry by including questions
about their emotional appraisal of the event and their atti-
tude toward the relevant political party and their general in-
volvement in politics).
What is less well known, however, is the extent to which
these factors extend across cultures. The few studies examin-
ing the formation of FBMs and event memories across cul-
tures often focus on one event that may or may not have
occurred in the respondents’ country (Curci & Luminet,
2006; Curci, Luminet, Finkenauer, & Gisle, 2001;
Echterhoff & Hirst, 2006; Luminet & Curci, 2009; Tinti,
Schmidt, Sotgiu, Testa, & Curci, 2009). For example, a
cross-cultural study may focus on the memories Americans
and Germans have of the terrorist attacks in New York City
on 11 September 2001 (e.g., Echterhoff & Hirst, 2006). Such
studies have revealed critical insights into the importance of
social identity and FBMs: Individuals are more likely to
form FBMs when the FBM event affects the individual’s so-
cial group/identity (see, for a review, Berntsen, 2009) or, at
the very least, lead to different routes through which FBMs
are formed (see Luminet & Curci, 2009). The reasons for
such mnemonic differences across social groups may stem
from different metamemory beliefs (Bell & Loftus, 1989;
Johnson & Raye, 1981; Neisser & Harsch, 1992). For
example, Echterhoff and Hirst (2006) found that the conﬁ-
dence in the ability to recall memories of 9/11 declined over
time for Germans, but not for Americans. They argued that
Americans subscribed to a metamemory belief that they
could not forget the events of 9/11 and, therefore, remained
highly conﬁdent; the Germans, however, felt no such man-
date. Critically, implicit in these cross-cultural, single FBM
event studies is, again, taking metamemory as an example,
the belief that if 9/11 occurred in Germany, the results of
Echterhoff and Hirst (2006) would have been reversed.
However, all of the aforementioned studies suffer from
one central issue: the extent to which the event is relevant
to the two cultures. For example, although 9/11 might be a
highly relevant event for Germans, it is not nearly as relevant
to them as it is to Americans (again, see Echterhoff & Hirst,
2006). To control for this issue, the present study examines
two similar, a priori negative, culturally important events,
which occur in two different cultures.
PRESENT STUDY
To answer this question, we examined the Japaneses’ and
Australians’ recollections of the resignation of each
country’s Prime Minister, respectively. We chose these two
countries and events for a couple of reasons: First, as a point
of comparison, the two events are similar: in terms of con-
tent, national importance and relevance. From this point of
similarity, we can then make better estimates about which
differences are cultural and which are a result of the speciﬁc
event under examination. Second, Japan and Australia repre-
sent two distinct cultures. Australians tend to be more
individualistic, whereas the Japanese tend to be more collec-
tivistic (Oyserman, Coon, & Kemmelmeier, 2002). This is
not to say, however, that Australia and Japan represent the
extremes along these dimensions. It is precisely because they
both lie somewhere in the middle and share certain tenden-
cies that should allow us to better tease apart any cultural
differences, which may stem from the collectivistic and indi-
vidualistic tendencies of Japan and Australia, respectively.
One notable difference between Japan and other more indi-
vidualistic countries is their tendency to negatively appraise
the past (Oishi, 2002). That is, the Japanese tend to view
their past selves more negatively. Thus, one point of interest
we have in the present study is the extent to which emotions
will differ across Australians and Japanese and whether such
positive and negative emotions, respectively, play a pertinent
role in driving mnemonic outcomes. However, it is also
possible, given that Japanese individuals tend to report less
intense emotions (Matsumoto & Ekman, 1989) and are
worse at identifying negative emotions (Biehl et al., 1997),
for example, anger and sadness, than Western countries
(e.g., USA), that any effects as a result of emotion may
be mitigated by this lack of emotional intensity or inability
to identify the negative emotional states on the part of the
Japanese. Such uncertainty provides further impetus for the
present research.
The two national events
To examine these issues, we seized upon the occurrence of
two political, public events1 involving the resignation of
1 Our study originally included questionnaires about two different events in
both countries: one political event and one sport event. For our Australian
sample, we asked about the Melbourne Storm scandal. The Melbourne
Storm is an Australian Rugby League team, which breached the strictly
enforced salary cap (i.e., the amount of money that the club can spend on
their players’ salary) over the course of ﬁve years. As punishment, the
Melbourne Storm was stripped of all honors achieved between 2006 and
2010, including the 2007 and 2009 championships. For the Japanese sample,
we asked about the announcement that more than two-dozen sumo wrestlers
(about a third of the top division) were implicated in an illegal gambling
ring, which included tens of thousands of dollars in illicit bets and extor-
tions. We do not include these questionnaires in our study as both events
were found to be not as important to the public as the political events. How-
ever, for the interested reader, the results and data sets of these two events
can be obtained from the ﬁrst author.
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both countries’ Prime Minister, each of which occurred
within one month of each other in June 2010: the resignation
of the Japanese Prime Minister, Yukio Hatoyama, on June
2nd, and the resignation of Australian Prime Minister, Kevin
Rudd, on June 23rd. We selected these two events because
we found these events to be strikingly similar in terms of
type, content and relevance/importance: Both events in-
volved the resignation of the highest member of government
as a result of political miscues and/or mistakes. For Yukio
Hatoyama, it was primarily for breaking a campaign promise
to close an American military base on the island of Okinawa.
For Kevin Rudd, it was primarily due to advocating taxes on
proﬁts generated from the exploitation of non-renewable re-
sources in Australia. Critically, one similarity between these
resignations is that they both stemmed from political deci-
sions that went against their political platforms: Kevin Rudd,
being from the Labour Party, should be against non-
renewable resources; Yukio Hatoyama, having made a cam-
paign promise, should have closed the American military
base. Thus, given the general similarities of theses political
events, we believed them to be prime candidates to examine
any mnemonic differences as a result of cultural differences.
However, one, unforeseen, notable difference in the recep-
tion of these two events may be the extent to which the citi-
zens within each country viewed the resignation of their
Prime Minister as novel or surprising. Indeed, for the
Japanese, at the time, Yukio Hatoyama was the third Prime
Minister to resign since 2007, whereas for the Australians,
the resignation of Kevin Rudd represented the ﬁrst resigna-
tion since 1991. For this reason, we predicted that the
Australians would ﬁnd the resignation of Kevin Rudd to be
more novel and surprising compared with the Japanese for
the resignation of Yukio Hatoyama.
Thus, in the present study, we will examine both cultural
and event differences (similarities). In terms of cultural dif-
ferences, we hypothesized that (1) the Japanese will rate their
memories of the resignation more negatively/less happy than
the Australians (Oishi, 2002). Furthermore, we also hypoth-
esized that (2) the Japanese will score higher on the interde-
pendent scale of self-construal, whereas the Australians will
score higher on the independent scale of self-construal
(Oyserman et al., 2002. However, (3) given the novelty of
this research (we are unaware of any study directly compar-
ing Australia and Japan along these lines), we remain agnos-
tic with respect to any differences in FBM conﬁdence or
event accuracy.
In terms of event differences or similarities, as the case
may be, we hypothesized that (1) the Australians will rate
the resignation as more novel/surprising than the Japanese,
not because of their culture but because the resignation of
PMs is quite rare in Australia relative to Japan. More criti-
cally, by deﬁnition, these two events are nationally deﬁning
moments, and therefore, we expect (2) no signiﬁcant differ-
ence across cultures in terms of the national importance as-
cribed to these two events. Again, it is worth noting that this
similarity in terms of national importance across cultures and
events is one of the aspects that makes our research novel
and allows us to make a cross-cultural comparison without
any concern of national identity being an a priorimoderating
variable. Lastly, (3) we expected that those Japanese and
Australians who have more positive attitudes toward the rel-
evant political party and who are more involved in politics
would exhibit more accurate event memories and more con-
ﬁdent FBMs (Breslin & Safer, 2011; Stone et al., 2013;
Talarico & Moore, 2012)
However, in terms of personal and international impor-
tance, consequence and knowledge, given the novelty of this
research, we remain agnostic as to any differences we might
ﬁnd across cultures. In terms of correlations between the ini-
tiating conditions and FBM conﬁdence and event memory
accuracy, we expected that given their contrasting nature of
the cultures and their novelty, the results would differ across
each event. However, given the exploratory nature of this
cross-cultural study, we remained agnostic as to what form
those differences would take.
Method
Participants, recruitment and procedure
Within two months of these two events, participants were re-
cruited from psychology courses at Macquarie University,
Sydney, Australia and University of Sacred Heart, Tokyo,
Japan. All students were provided a questionnaire asking
questions about the recent resignation of their country’s
Prime Minister.1 All questionnaires were administered in
person on paper. The questionnaire for the Australian partic-
ipants was administered in English. The questionnaire for the
Japanese participants was administered in Japanese. The
questionnaire was developed in English. To ensure consis-
tency across translation, a native Japanese speaker, ﬂuent
in English, translated the questionnaire into Japanese. We
then had another translator back translate it. No inconsis-
tencies were found across the English and Japanese versions.
A total of 245 students completed the surveys: 40 Austra-
lians and 205 Japanese. In both samples, all participants
completed the surveys between three and ﬁve weeks after
the event (M=3.8weeks). Preliminary analyses found no ef-
fect of time of completion on FBM conﬁdence or event
memory accuracy. All participants freely volunteered to par-
ticipate in the study.
Surveys
The surveys took approximately 45minutes to complete.
Given the importance of varying levels of self-construal in
previous cross-cultural studies (see, for example, Wang,
2001, 2004), we felt it pertinent to include a measure of
self-construal here as advocated by Wang and Aydin
(2009). Thus, items 1–30 consisted of the Self-Construal
Scale (Singelis, 1994), measuring both independent and
interdependent forms of self-construal, as originally de-
signed by Singelis. According to Singelis, individuals with
a more independent self-construal view the self as separate
and unique from others; individuals with a more interdepen-
dent self-construal view the self as more connected to social
contexts and others in the form of relationships. The Self-
Construal Scale included items such as ‘I enjoy being
unique and different from others in many respects’ on a
scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly disagree).
Internal consistency across each set of items was high
282 C. B. Stone et al.
Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Appl. Cognit. Psychol. 29: 280–290 (2015)
(Cronbach α= .69 and .73, respectively; Singelis, 1994;
Singelis & Brown, 1995; Singelis & Sharkey, 1995).
Items 31–40 concerned the accuracy of event memories
for the political event. For example, ‘When did the event
happen (Day/Month/Year)?’ All questions were phrased in
such a way that they were identical for both the Australian
and Japanese samples. In following previous research exam-
ining public events (see, for example, Koppel et al., 2013),
accurate responses to these questions were given a score of
1, and inaccurate responses were given a score of 0. Internal
consistency across all items was high (Cronbach α= .91). A
mean score of event memory accuracy was computed from
these scores.
Items 41–48 concerned the conﬁdence participants had in
their memories for when they learned of the event, that is,
FBMs. For the Japanese, these questions referred to partici-
pants’ memory for their circumstances during when they
learned about the Japanese Prime Minister’s resignation
from ofﬁce, whereas for the Australians, the questions re-
ferred to participants’ memory for their circumstances upon
being informed of Prime Minister Kevin Rudd being re-
moved from the ofﬁce of Prime Minister. For example,
‘How did you hear the news of the event (TV, radio, news-
paper, another person, other: please specify)?’ Participants
then had to rate how conﬁdent they were in their response:
remember, know, feels familiar and guess.2 Responses were
coded from 0 (no response) to 5 (remember). Internal consis-
tency across all items was high (Cronbach α= .76). We di-
vided these scores by six to create proportions for compari-
son purposes. A mean score of FBM conﬁdence was
computed from these scores.
Items 49–50 concerned the participants’ emotions. Partic-
ipants rated on a scale from 1 (not at all) to 7 (very much)
how much they felt sad and happy when they heard the
news. We include one measure of negative (sad) and positive
(happy) affect to ensure a robust measure of emotion and to
control for any anchoring biases. For example, if provided
only a scale measuring ‘sad’, all responses may be based
off of ‘sad’ as the default and, therefore, lead to more ‘neg-
ative’ leaning results, thereby biasing any ‘positive’ interpre-
tation of these results. Thus, by providing both measures, we
are better able to obtain a balanced measure of the impact of
both negative and positive affects. Again, we divided these
scores by seven to create proportions for comparison pur-
poses. A mean score of negative and positive emotion was
computed from these scores.
Item 51 consisted a series of appraisal questions. Partici-
pants were asked, on a scale of 1 (not at all) to 7 (very
much), whether they appraised the news of the event as sur-
prising, novel, unusual, special, strange, different, ordinary,
common, expected, uneventful and average. Each of these
scores was divided by seven to create proportions for com-
parison purposes. However, because of low internal consis-
tency across these items (Cronbach α= .43), we only use
novel and surprise in our analyses following the vast FBM
literature examining these two predictors (see, for example,
Finkenauer et al., 1998).
Items 52–55 concerned the participants’ reactions when
they heard of the event in terms of importance and conse-
quence. In particular, participants were asked to what ex-
tent the event was important to them and their life, for
their country, at the international level and to what extent
the event will have consequences for them and their life.
Each of these questions were rated on a scale from 1
(not at all important/no consequence at all) to 7 (very im-
portant/many consequences). Each of these scores was di-
vided by seven to create proportions for comparison
purposes.
Items 56–60 concerned the extent to which the partici-
pants rehearsed the news of the event. For example, partici-
pants were asked to rate on a scale from 1 (never) to 5 (more
than 15 times) ‘How many times did you speak about the
event the week after it occurred?’ Internal consistency across
all items was high (Cronbach α= .87). Therefore, again, fol-
lowing the established procedure, we divided these scores by
ﬁve for comparison purposes. A mean score of rehearsal was
computed from these scores.
Items 61–63 concerned their general knowledge about
politics. For example, participants were asked ‘When was
the last time an event like this occurred in Australia/Japan?’
Accurate responses to these questions were given a score of
1, and inaccurate responses were given a score of 0; a mean
score of general knowledge about politics was computed
from these scores. Internal consistency across all items was
medium to high (Cronbach α= .61). For comparability
reasons, these questions were identical across the samples.
Questions were altered only in as much to make the
questions clearer for both the Australian and Japanese
participants.
Finally, items 64–79 concerned their attitude toward and
involvement in politics. Items 64 and 65 involved questions
about attitudes toward the relevant political party. The ﬁrst
asked an open-ended question about which political party
they most identify with (responses were coded as 1 if they
answered with, for example, Labour, the political party
2 To ensure our participants completely understood what we meant by ‘re-
member’, ‘know’, ‘feels familiar’ and ‘guess’, we included explicit instruc-
tions on the questionnaire to ensure no confusion. They are as follows: It is
important to know that there is no ‘right’ or ‘wrong’ answer. We are only
interested in your personal memories of the ‘Bloodless Political Coup’
(The informal term used by Australians in reference to the resignation of
PM Paul Rudd). If you do not know the answer to a question, please write
a ‘?’, but do not ask people around you and do not go to the Internet, the
press, the TV or the radio to ﬁnd the answer as it would make the question-
naire invalid. However, we strongly encourage you to try answering all the
questions even the ones you do not feel certain about. For each question
requesting it, please indicate the degree of conﬁdence in your answer. For
each question, you will have to choose one of the following four responses:
«remember» = you remember speciﬁc information together with images
or feelings. For instance, you hear words people said, you visualize what
happened or you re-experience feelings you had at that time (although the
intensity of feelings is not necessarily as strong as it was initially). In
other words, your memory is very close to the original experience.
«know» = you know that the information you can recall is similar in var-
ious respects to the original situation but have no explicit ‘feeling of
remembering’.
«feels familiar» = the answer you have in mind feels familiar, has some-
thing in common with the original situation.
«guessing» = this means that none of the above possibilities ﬁts with your
recall experience. You are just making a random guess. Please remember
that there is no ‘right’ or ‘wrong’ answer. Nobody remembers all the hap-
penings of past events, and your guesses are likely to be more accurate
than you would think.Notably, many of the participants completed the
surveys in front of the experimenters and not one of these participants
expressed any confusion of the meaning of these terms or how best to an-
swer them.
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involved in the Australian event; all other responses were
coded 0). The second question asked, on a scale of 1 (never)
to 7 (always), how often they voted for that particular party.
Internal consistency across these two items was high
(Cronbach α= .81). Following the established procedure,
we created a modiﬁed score for the second question and then
averaged this modiﬁed score with the responses to the ﬁrst to
obtain an attitude toward the political party score.
The remaining four questions of this section asked partici-
pants about their involvement in politics. Participants were
asked, for example, on a scale from 1 (never) to 7 (always)
how they would rate their political involvement. Internal con-
sistency across all items was high (Cronbach α= .72). There-
fore, again, following the established procedure, we divided
these scores by 7 for comparison purposes. A mean score of
political involvement was computed from these scores.
To assess interrater reliability of the coding, at the end of
the coding process in both Japan and Australia, we randomly
selected 10% of the surveys to be dual coded. We then calcu-
lated Cohen’s Kappa for each question. Reliability ratings
were good: .88 and 93 for the Japanese and Australian sur-
veys, respectively.
In what follows, we ﬁrst compare the means of the
mnemonic features of each event across the two countries
and then conduct correlational analyses between the initiating
conditions and FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy.
Results
In the following, we divide the results into three sections:
(1) a preliminary section examining, ﬁrst, whether the two
events were similar in terms of national importance
followed by whether the Australian and Japanese sample
differed across the seven initiating conditions posited in
the Introduction—emotion: positive and negative, novelty
and surprise, knowledge, personal and international
importance/consequence, interdependence and dependence
self-construal, rehearsal, and attitude; (2) a section on differ-
ences across groups for FBM conﬁdence and event memory
accuracy; and (3) a section on the correlations and partial
correlations between the initiating conditions and FBM con-
ﬁdence and event memory accuracy. Note: All t-tests re-
ported below were conducted using Bonferroni adjusted
alpha levels of .025 per test (.05/2).
National importance
Critically, and as hypothesized, we found no signiﬁcant dif-
ference in terms of national importance t(242) = 0.86, p= .39.
Thus, the importance of these events to each nation was
equally important regardless of novelty and/or culture.
Notably, the high ratings for national importance for both
the Japanese and Australians suggest that these two events
are worthy of being deﬁned as ﬂashbulb events (see Table 1).
Differences across both the Australians and Japanese
samples: The seven posited initiating conditions
Emotion: Positive and negative. In terms of emotion, al-
though both samples generally rated the event as less posi-
tive and more negative, as hypothesized, the Japanese rated
their political event as signiﬁcantly less happy and more neg-
ative compared with the Australians, t(238) = 2.73, d=0.43,
p= .01 and t(238) = 3.01, d=0.51, p< .001, respectively.
We followed up these results by conducting paired t-tests
comparing positive and negative emotions within groups.
Whereas we found no difference between positive and nega-
tive emotions for the Australians, we found that the Japanese
rated the event as signiﬁcantly more negative than positive,
t(79) = 0.83, d=0.21, p= .41 and t(380) =11.72, p< .001,
respectively. These results suggest that the Japanese appraised
the resignation of their PM as much more negative compared
with the Australians (see Table 1 for all means and standard
deviations).
Novelty and surprise. As predicted, however, the Austra-
lians rated their political event as both more novel and sur-
prising compared with the Japanese, t(236) = 3.73, d=0.67,
p< .001 and t(243) = 1.95, d=0.29, p= .01, respectively.
Knowledge. Furthermore, the Australians had more knowl-
edge about politics and rehearsed the political event more
often than the Japanese, t(242)=14.29, d=3.45, p< .001 and
t(96) = 2.74, d=0.39, p= .01, respectively.
International importance, consequence and personal impor-
tance. However, whereas the Japanese rated the political
event as more internationally important, the Australians rated
the political event as more consequential, t(243) = 5.59,
d=0.92, p< .001 and t(243) = 2.91, d=0.45, p< .01, respec-
tively. We found no signiﬁcant difference in terms of
personal importance, t(243) = 0.97, p= .33.
Table 1. Mean comparisons across Australian and Japanese sam-
ples: interdependence self-construal, dependence self-construal,
emotions (positive and negative), novelty, surprise, importance/
consequence, rehearsal, attitude, knowledge, FBM conﬁdence and
event memory accuracy
Variables
Australia Japan
M SD M SD
Independent self-construal 4.40 0.70 4.48 0.66
Interdependent self-construal 4.57 0.58 4.65 0.61
Positive emotions 0.33** 0.20 0.25** 0.17
Negative emotions 0.32** 0.16 0.40** 0.15
Novelty 0.57*** 0.19 0.45*** 0.17
Surprise 0.62* 0.31 0.54* 0.23
Personal importance 0.40 0.22 0.44 0.22
National importance 0.78 0.29 0.81 0.18
International importance 0.53*** 0.25 0.75*** 0.23
Consequence 0.47** 0.28 0.36** 0.20
Rehearsal 0.56*** 0.20 0.28*** 0.09
Attitudes toward politics 0.67*** 0.37 0.27*** 0.26
Political involvement 0.44 0.15 0.49 0.23
Knowledge 0.37** 0.29 0.17** 0.38
FBM conﬁdence 0.66*** 0.23 0.47*** 0.13
Event memory accuracy 0.72*** 0.14 0.61*** 0.15
***Signiﬁcant at the .001 level; **Signiﬁcant at the .01 level; *Signiﬁcant at
the .05 level.
Note: Independent and interdependent self-construal were measured on a
scale of 1–7. All other factors are based on their converted values from or-
dinal to interval (i.e., from .00 to 1.00).
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Self-construal. Interestingly, in contrast to our hypothesis,
we found no difference between our Australian and Japanese
samples in terms of interdependence and independence
self-construal, t(239) = 0.72, p= .48 and t(237) =0.82,
p= .41, respectively.
Rehearsal. Although we expected and found the Japanese
to exhibit more negative affect, they did not, however, coun-
ter to our hypothesis, rehearse the event more than the
Australians. In fact, the Australians rehearsed the event sig-
niﬁcantly more than the Japanese, t(243) = 6.21, d=1.21,
p< .001.
Attitude toward the political party and involvement in poli-
tics. Although we did not ﬁnd a signiﬁcant difference
across countries in terms of political involvement, t(242)
=1.33, p= .19, we did ﬁnd a signiﬁcant difference in terms
of attitude toward the political party, t(238) =8.02,
d=1.22, p< .001. The Australian sample tended to more
strongly identify with the relevant political party relative to
the Japanese sample (again, see Table 1 for all means and
standard deviations).
FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy
In line with our predictions, the Australian sample exhibited
both more conﬁdence in their FBMs and remembered more
accurately the details of the political event compared with
the Japanese sample, t(155) = -4.15, d=1.02, p< .001 and
t(110) = 5.40, d=0.76, p< .001 (see Table 1).
Attitude toward the political party and involvement in poli-
tics. In examining attitudes toward politics, we conducted
a median split of ‘attitude’ scores. In doing so, we created
a ‘positive’ attitude score (i.e., they more strongly identify
and vote for the party) and a ‘negative’ attitude score
(i.e., they identify less and less frequently vote for the party).
We then conducted paired t-tests within each national sample
to examine whether there would be any differences in terms
of event memory accuracy and FBM conﬁdence for those with
a more ‘positive’ view of the political party compared with
those with a more ‘negative’ view of the political party. For
the Japanese, we found no signiﬁcant differences in terms
of event memory accuracy and FBM conﬁdence. For the
Australians, however, we did ﬁnd a signiﬁcant difference in
terms of FBM conﬁdence. Those Australians with a more
‘positive’ attitude (M=0.76; SD=0.16) toward the political
party exhibited more conﬁdent FBMs compared with those
with a more ‘negative’ attitude (M=0.66; SD=0.10) toward
the political party, t(37) =2.24, d=0.75, p= .03. There was
no signiﬁcant difference in terms of event memory accuracy.
In order to examine whether involvement in politics im-
pacted the extent to which the Japanese and Australians ex-
hibit conﬁdent FBMs and accurate event memories, we con-
ducted a median split of ‘involvement’ scores. In doing so,
we created a ‘high’ involvement group and a ‘low’ involve-
ment group. We then conducted paired t-tests within each
national sample examining whether there were any differ-
ences in terms of FBM conﬁdence and event memory accu-
racy between the two ‘involvement’ groups. We found no
signiﬁcant differences.
Correlations: Initiating conditions, FBM conﬁdence and
event memory accuracy
To examine the relation between event memory accuracy and
FBM conﬁdence in terms of the initiating conditions delineated
in the introduction (i.e., importance, surprise/novelty, emotion-
ality, attitude/knowledge and rehearsal) across the samples, we
conducted a series of correlation analyses (see Tables 2 and 3).
Event memory accuracy. For the Australians, event mem-
ory accuracy was associated with FBM conﬁdence, positive
emotions, novelty, surprise, personal importance, national
importance, international importance, consequence, re-
hearsal and political involvement. Alternatively, for the
Japanese, event memory accuracy was associated with nega-
tive emotion, surprise, personal importance, national impor-
tance, international importance, consequence, rehearsal and
political involvement and negatively associated with self-
construal: interdependence (see Table 2).
Table 2. Summary of correlations and partial correlations between
the initiating conditions and event memory accuracy across the
Australian and Japanese samples
Event memory accuracy
Australian sample Japanese sample
FBM conﬁdence .51**. .07
Self-construal:
interdependence
.06 .19*
Self-construal: independence .08 .08
Positive emotion .38** .11
Negative emotion .22 .28**
Novel .42** .14
Surprise .52** .28**
.13 NE
Personal importance .49** .18*
.20*CS
.02 NE
National importance .64** .29**
.15 NE
.10 II
International importance .45** .31**
.13 NE
Consequence .43** .22**
.06 NE
.07 II
Rehearsal .51** .16*
.10 NE
.09 II
Knowledge .13 .02
Attitudes toward the political
party
.31 .10
Political involvement .35** .17*
.13 NE
.12 II
**Signiﬁcant at the .01 level; *Signiﬁcant at the .05 level (Note partial
correlations: FB, controlling for ﬂashbulb memory conﬁdence; EM, controlling
for event memory accuracy; IT, controlling for self-construal: interdependence;
ID, controlling for self-construal: independence; PE, controlling for positive
emotion; NE, controlling for negative emotion; NV, controlling for novelty;
SU, controlling for surprise; PI, controlling for personal importance; NI, con-
trolling for national importance; II, controlling for international importance;
CS, controlling for consequence; RE, controlling for rehearsal; KN, controlling
for knowledge; AT, attitudes toward the political party; PIV, political
involvement);
Note: We only show partial correlations for instances when the controlling
variable changed the signiﬁcance of the correlation between the initiating
conditions and FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy.
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We followed up these analyses with partial correlations,
controlling for FBM conﬁdence and each of the initiating
conditions across both samples. In an effort to streamline
the results, we will focus only on the most relevant ﬁndings
for each sample. For the Australians, we found that all the
original signiﬁcant correlations remained signiﬁcant, even
when controlling for FBM conﬁdence and all the initiating
conditions (see Table 2). These results suggest that each of
these initiating conditions may play a role in the formation
of accurate event memories. Notably, these results also sug-
gest that FBM conﬁdence may be intimately intertwined
with the formation of accurate event memories for the
Australians.
Alternatively, for the Japanese, with the exception of self-
construal: interdependence, controlling for negative emo-
tions eliminated all other signiﬁcant associations. When
controlling for international importance, many signiﬁcant
associations are eliminated with the exception of self-
construal: interdependence, negative emotion, surprise and
personal importance. Taken together, these results suggest
that self-construal: interdependence (but, negatively associ-
ated), negative emotions and national importance may play
critical roles in the formation of accurate event memories
for the Japanese (again, see Table 2).
Lastly, we would like to emphasize an important ﬁnding
across the Australian and Japanese samples: Whereas
positive emotions were positively associated with event
memory accuracy for the Australians, negative emotions
were positively associated with event memory accuracy for
the Japanese, a striking difference that we will go into further
detail in the General Discussion.
FBM conﬁdence. For the Australians, FBM Conﬁdence
was positively associated with event memory accuracy,
self-construal: independence, novel, surprise, personal im-
portance, national importance, international importance, con-
sequence, rehearsal, attitudes toward the political party and
political involvement. Alternatively, for the Japanese, FBM
conﬁdence was positively associated with self-construal: in-
dependence, surprise and national importance and, opposite
of our predictions, not associated with rehearsal. It is worth
highlighting that for both the Australians and Japanese,
self-construal: independence was positively associated with
FBM conﬁdence, suggesting that the mnemonic inﬂuence
of self-construal: independence may transcend cultures (see
Table 3).
We followed up these analyses with partial correlations,
controlling for event memory accuracy and each of the initi-
ating conditions across both samples. In an effort to stream-
line the results, we will focus only on the most relevant
ﬁndings for each sample. For the Australians, we found that,
in general, as with event memory accuracy, all the original
signiﬁcant correlations remained signiﬁcant, even when
controlling for event memory accuracy and most of the initi-
ating conditions. The only correlations with FBM conﬁdence
that changed from non-signiﬁcant to signiﬁcant were self-
construal: interdependence and positive emotion when
controlling for attitude and self-construal: independence, re-
spectively (see Table 3). These results suggest that, like with
event memory accuracy, each of these initiating conditions
may play a role in the formation of conﬁdent FBMs for the
Australians.
Alternatively, for the Japanese, when controlling for
negative emotion, it eliminates all the signiﬁcant correla-
tions with the exception of national importance. Alterna-
tively, when controlling for national importance, surprise
is no longer signiﬁcantly associated with FBM conﬁdence,
but self-construal: independence remains. These results
suggest that only self-construal: independence, negative
emotions and national importance may play critical roles
in the formation of conﬁdent FBMs for the Japanese
(see Table 3).
Table 3. Summary of correlations and partial correlations between
the initiating conditions and FBM conﬁdence across the Australian
and Japanese samples
FBM conﬁdence
Australian sample Japanese sample
Event memory accuracy .51** .07
Self-construal:
interdependence
.06 .03
.29*PIV
.23*AT
Self-construal: independence .29* .17**
.13 NE
Positive emotion .21 .05
.24*ID
Negative emotion .22 .08
.24*EM
.24*IT
.24*ID
.21*PE
.21*SU
.20*PI
.21*II
.24*RE
.25*KN
.22*PIV
Novel .29* .06
.22*KN
Surprise .41* .14*
.05 NE
.06 NI
Personal importance .50** .12
National importance .36** .18**
International importance .29* .07
Consequence .37** .12
.20*ID
Rehearsal .48** .03
Knowledge .13 .06
Attitudes toward the political
party
.37* .01
Political involvement .31** .03
**Signiﬁcant at the .01 level; *Signiﬁcant at the .05 level (Note partial
correlations: FB, controlling for ﬂashbulb memory conﬁdence; EM, con-
trolling for event memory accuracy; IT, controlling for self-construal:
interdependence; ID, controlling for self-construal: independence; PE,
controlling for positive emotion; NE, controlling for negative emotion;
NV, controlling for novelty; SU, controlling for surprise; PI, controlling
for personal importance; NI, controlling for national importance; II, con-
trolling for international importance; CS, controlling for consequence;
RE, controlling for rehearsal; KN, controlling for knowledge; AT, attitudes
toward the political party; PIV, controlling for political involvement).
Note: We only show partial correlations for instances when the controlling
variable changed the signiﬁcance of the correlation between the initiating
conditions and FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy.
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GENERAL DISCUSSION
The goal of the present study was to examine the predictors
of both FBMs and event memories across two different cul-
tures. To this end, we examined the mnemonic characteris-
tics of two similar occurring events in Japan and Australia
in June 2010: the resignation of the Japanese Prime Minister
Yukio Hatoyama and the resignation of the Australian Prime
Minister Kevin Rudd, respectively.
To simplify our results, we will discuss the three main take
away points from our study: (1) the important association be-
tween positive and negative emotions on FBM and event
memories for the Australians and Japanese, respectively; (2)
the interplay between interdependence and independence
for how FBMs and event memories are remembered; and
(3) the close connection between FBM conﬁdence and event
memory for the Australians. We discuss each in turn.
(1) Emotions, FBM and event memory
As hypothesized, the Japanese rated the resignation of
their PM as more negative than the Australians, and the
Australians rated the resignation of their PM as more posi-
tive than the Japanese. These results support previous re-
search demonstrating how the Japanese tend to view the past
more negatively than other Western countries (Oishi, 2002).
However, more critically, we found that positive and nega-
tive affects were positively associated with FBMs and event
memory accuracy for the Australians and Japanese, respec-
tively. Even when controlling for novelty, which differed
across events, the associations between positive and negative
emotions for FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy
remained.
In terms of positive affect, there is evidence in the litera-
ture demonstrating the beneﬁcial impact of positive emotions
on memory for public events, at least for Western samples.
For example, work by Stone et al. (2013) found positive—
but not negative—emotions to be positively associated with
detailed memories for opposing social groups remembering
an inter-group conﬂict. Furthermore, Koppel et al. (2013)
found that emotional intensity for a positively appraised
event (Obama’s inauguration) and a neutral/positively ap-
praised event (the US Airways Flight 1549 landing in the
Hudson) to be positively associated with event memory ac-
curacy. Similar results have been found for fans of winning
sports teams (Breslin & Safer, 2011; Hastorf & Cantril,
1954; Talarico & Moore, 2012). Interestingly, our results
suggest that the beneﬁts of positive emotions in terms of at-
titudes toward the political party also suggest that a positive
attitude may also increase the conﬁdence individuals have in
their FBMs. However, this may be limited to Western cul-
tures and/or Australians, as we found no mnemonic beneﬁts
of positive attitudes for the Japanese sample. However, this
latter result may have come about because our Japanese sam-
ple, in general, had a more negative attitude toward the polit-
ical party in question relative to the Australian sample.
Additionally, there is also growing evidence that positive
appraisals of past events may be associated with increased
rehearsal of the event (see Rimé, 2009; Rimé, Finkenauer,
Luminet, Zech, & Philippot, 1998; Talarico & Moore,
2012; but see Harber & Cohen, 2005). This may also explain
why the Australians not only rehearsed the event more than
the Japanese but that rehearsal was also associated with in-
crease in FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy.
Thus, our results in terms of the association between positive
emotions and increased accuracy of event memory for our
Australian population ﬁt nicely with previous research.
However, neither of the aforementioned studies examined
non-Western cultures, making it hard to extrapolate the re-
sults of these studies to our present Japanese results.
Although it is difﬁcult to frame political involvement in
terms of positive or negative, we should highlight that being
politically involved was associated with more accurate event
memories for both the Australian and Japanese samples. This
increase in accuracy may reﬂect the fact that those individ-
uals more politically involved might be more likely to follow
reports about the event in the media (see Hirst et al., 2009).
Support for this contention stems from the fact that we did
ﬁnd a signiﬁcant correlation between media rehearsal and
political involvement for the Japanese, r(204) = .22, p< .01
(but not for the Australian sample). Future research, how-
ever, should further examine this possibility.
One evident cultural difference between the Australians
and Japanese in our present results, however, is that whereas
a positive association between positive emotions and event
memory existed for Australians, such an association was
not found in our Japanese population. Indeed, counter to
the Australians, it appears that negative emotions played a
greater role in shaping event memory accuracy (a slightly
weaker and non-signiﬁcant association was also found for
the Australians). This lack of a mnemonic impact of positive
emotion (and positive impact of negative emotion) may stem
from a general propensity of Japanese individuals to nega-
tively appraise the past (Oishi, 2002), and this negative
appraisal may then have impacted the way the Japanese re-
membered the event.
However, the extent to which these results with our
Japanese and Australian samples extend to other historical
events is not clear. For example, will these results extend
to events further in the past? The resignation of the PM in
each country was a recent event at the time of the survey.
Might we ﬁnd a different result if we chose a more tempo-
rally distant event? One might imagine that the emotions as-
sociated with a more temporally distant event would wane
over time, thereby opening the door for other factors to drive
FBM conﬁdence and event memory accuracy. Also, we only
explored a ‘negative’ event. Would our results extend to pos-
itive events? It remains an open question, but the present re-
sults suggest that it might not be the emotionality of the
event that matters, per se, but rather the way people appraise
the event. Indeed, previous research has found similar results
demonstrating that the importance of how a past event is ap-
praised is more important than the a priori valence of the
event itself (see Stone et al., 2013).
Regardless, our present results suggest that future research
should take seriously the distinction between an individual’s
appraisal of the speciﬁc event and their attitude toward the
theme of the event more generally: while positive and nega-
tive appraisals of an event may lead to more conﬁdent FBMs
and more accurate memories for Australians and Japanese,
respectively; more positive attitudes toward the political
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party lead to more conﬁdent FBMs, but only for the Austra-
lian sample.
(2) Interdependence and independence
Second, in terms of interdependence and independence,
what is interesting is that we found interdependence to be
negatively associated with event memory for the Japanese,
a result not found with our Australian sample. The reasons
for this may stem from the fact that interdependence is asso-
ciated with a deeper sense of connection with the
community/country and, therefore, those community mem-
bers may attempt to ignore or forget negative, ‘collective’
past events, which may tarnish the community/country’s col-
lective image. Indeed, there is a burgeon literature demon-
strating that individuals are more likely to forget facts or
memories damaging to their self-image or self-esteem, better
known as mnemic neglect (Green, Pinter, & Sedikides,
2005; Green & Sedikides, 2004). While it is unclear to what
extent the results of mnemic neglect extend to ‘collective’ or
national events as examined in our study (although we are
presently examining this possibility in our labs), the present
results suggest that mnemic neglect may extend to negative,
national events or at least for those nations whose individ-
uals negatively appraise the event in question, in this case,
the Japanese (again, see Oishi, 2002). Alternatively, greater
interdependence may lead to an ‘other’ focus (i.e., their com-
munity), thereby decreasing one’s ability to identify emo-
tions (Konrath, Luminet, & Corneille, 2014). In turn, this
decrease in emotionality may then have led to a decrease in
memory for the event. Indeed, highly emotional events have
been associated with better recall while unemotional events
have been associated with worse recall (e.g., LaBar &
Cabeza, 2006). Clearly, the inﬂuence of ‘other’ focus on
emotionality and, in turn, recall requires additional research
in the future.
Alternatively, we found independence to be positively as-
sociated with FBM conﬁdence for both the Australians and
Japanese. This result may reﬂect the ‘individual’ nature of
FBMs. FBMs are the idiosyncratic memories of the context
when an individual learns of the national or collective event.
For FBMs, there is an emphasis on the ‘individual’, whereas
for event memories, there is an emphasis on the ‘collec-
tive’ event (Neisser & Harsch, 1992; Tinti et al., 2009;
see also Dumas & Luminet, 2015). It stands to reason then
that the more individuals view themselves as an ‘individ-
ual’ (i.e., independence), the more important their FBMs
may be to their self-identity and thereby lead them to have
higher conﬁdence (see Echterhoff & Hirst, 2006 for related
ﬁndings).
The opposite argument outlined above with interdepen-
dence could be made for independence. That is, those indi-
viduals who are more ‘self’ focused have greater emotional-
ity and, in turn, may then lead to greater belief in the
accuracy of their past memories, in this case FBMs (see
Konrath et al., 2014). Clearly, however, further research is
needed to better understand the nuanced association between
interdependence (‘other’ focus), emotion and event memory
on the one hand, and independence (‘self’ focus), emotion
and FBMs on the other. Regardless, the present results speak
to their importance in better understanding how cultural
differences inﬂuence the way event memories and FBMs
are remembered.
It is also worth quickly noting that despite the aforemen-
tioned differences, we found no difference in terms of mean
ratings of interdependence and independence between the
Japanese and Australians. On the surface, this seems quite
perplexing. However, research suggests that the extent to
which the Japanese are qualitatively different than Western
countries in terms of self-construal is unclear. For example,
in a study comparing the self-construal of Canadians and
Japanese, Sato and Cameron (1999) found that the Cana-
dians scored signiﬁcantly higher on the interdependence
self-construal scale compared with the Japanese. No signiﬁ-
cant difference was found in terms of the independence self-
construal scale. In another study comparing Americans with
Japanese and Koreans, Bresnahan et al. (2005) found no sig-
niﬁcant difference between Americans and Japanese in terms
of interdependence, but Americans did score signiﬁcantly
higher in terms of independence. Taken together, the extent
to which the self-construal of Japanese and those of their
Western counterparts differs remains an open question, but
the previous and present results suggest that any differences
may be quite small, especially in studies with student sam-
ples, as the present study was. Regardless, the present results
suggest that, on the one hand, greater interdependence leads
to worse memories of the event for the Japanese; on the other
hand, greater independence leads to more conﬁdent FBMs
for both the Japanese and the Australians.
(3) FBM conﬁdence and event memory for the Austra-
lians (but not the Japanese)
Lastly, although other studies have found an association
between event memory accuracy and certain FBM character-
istics (e.g., vividness) (Curci & Luminet, 2006; Luminet &
Curci, 2009), this is the ﬁrst study to ﬁnd (or at least report)
strong support for such an association between event mem-
ory and FBM conﬁdence, but only for the Australian sample.
This association may, for example, stem from a metamemory
belief that the more (accurate) details they recalled of the event,
the more accurate they believed (conﬁdence) in the veracity of
where they were when they learned about the event. The fact
this association only occurs for the Australian sample may
stem from the greater importance Australian culture places
on individualism compared with the Japanese. However, this
requires additional research. Regardless, the present ﬁndings
provide some support for the argument that metamemory
beliefs play an important role in shaping how FBMs are
remembered, if not only for more Western/individualized
cultures (Bell & Loftus, 1989; Johnson & Raye, 1981;
Neisser & Harsch, 1992). It is incumbent upon future
researchers to examine why the Japanese failed to exhibit
this belief. This remains an open question. Regardless,
the present results are the ﬁrst to ﬁnd (or report) an
association between event memory accuracy and FBM
conﬁdence; such a ﬁnding presents fertile ground for
future research.
It is also worth highlighting one possible limitation of the
present results: Although we still found strong, robust asso-
ciations, future research should attempt to recruit a larger
sample size from both countries to ensure that the present
288 C. B. Stone et al.
Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Appl. Cognit. Psychol. 29: 280–290 (2015)
mnemonic similarities and differences are not the result of
our relatively small number of Australian respondents.
Conclusion
In general, our ﬁndings hold important implications for ad-
vancing our understanding of how different individuals from
different cultures remember public, political events and the
factors that inﬂuence such recollections. Although there
may be different routes (e.g., positive vs. negative emotions
or interdependence vs. independence) across cultures for
forging conﬁdent FBMs and accurate event memories for
public events, the present results further highlight the impor-
tance not of the event itself but the individual characteristics
(e.g., independence, attitudes and appraisals) of the individ-
uals doing the remembering. One of the great advantages
of the cross-culture, comparative methodology explored
here, relative to the more prevalent single-event studies,
whereby the event occurs in only one of the countries, is that
it removes the confound of cultural identity and importance
(see Berntsen, 2009), thereby providing a clearer picture of
the pertinent processes behind the formation of conﬁdent
FBMs and accurate event memories for public, political
events occurring across cultures.
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